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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-8 and 11-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Mechling, IV ('852) when taken in view of Lowden ('336) or Combs, III ('095). 

The patent to Mechling, IV (hereinafter Mechling) discloses a submersible ice 
fishing system. The system includes a submersible unit (10) in communication with a 
control unit (16) and a line release (14) attached to the submersible unit (10). 

The difference between Mechling and claim 11 is in the claimed line release. In 
the claim the line release "has a first jaw and a second jaw". Mechling discloses (col. 3, 
lines 39-43) that the line release is commonly known and may typically be used with 
down riggers and the like. 

The patents to Lowden (see figures 3 and 4) and Combs, III (see figurel) each 
teach jaw type line release mechanisms (including a first and second jaw) typically used 
with down riggers. In view of Mechling's statement that the line release is commonly 
known and typically used with down riggers, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to utilize the jaw type line release mechanism commonly used in 
down riggers as the release means of Mechling. Independent claim 1 1 is so rejected. 
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Independent claim 1 is similarly rejected as claim 11 in as much as the "swivel 
connector (46)" reads upon the claimed "downrigger clip". 

Dependent claims 2-8 and 12-18 are further provided by the combination of 
Mechling and Combs, III or Lowden. For example, with respect to claims 3, 4, 13 and 
14, see the jaw shapes of Lowden and Coombs, III. With respect to claims 7 and 17, 
skis 36 read upon the fins claimed. With respect to claims 6 and 16, see Fig. 1. With 
respect to claims 8 and 18, see Mechling, col. 4, lines 21- 28. 

3. Claims 9, 10, 19 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Mechling, IV ('852) when taken in view of Lowden ('336) or Combs, 
III ('095) as applied to claims 1 and 11 above, and further in view of Fedora et al ('016). 

Claims 9 and 1 9 differ over the Mechling system by claiming a release switch on 
the control unit. Claims 10 and 20 further differ over the Mechling system by claiming 
that the control unit includes a joystick. As disclosed on col. 5, lines 12-13, Mechling 
discloses "user control may be incorporated into control 16" but does not disclose a 
"joystick". 

The patent to Fedora et al discloses a remote control angling device wherein the 
control unit includes user control through a joystick (3a). Joy sticks are well known for 
their advantages of designating remote movements in 360 degrees. Thus, to have 
utilized a joy stick, as taught by Fedora et al, as a user control mechanism in Mechling 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art in view of the ability to control 
movement in 360 degrees. Claims 10 and 20 are so rejected. 
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Further, Fedora, on col. 5, lines 9-54, suggest the use of a release switch to 
better control the release of the fishing line. To have modified Mechling to include a 
release switch in the control unit would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art in view of the advantageous controllability afforded. Claims 9 and 19 are so 
rejected. 

Conclusion 

4. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ian J. Lobo, whose telephone number is (703) 306-4161 . 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 6:30 - 3:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Thomas H. Tarcza can be reached on (703) 306-4171. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 
872-9306. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 306- 



4180. 
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